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Attaboaent to BCWA-29660 


TBCHKCCAL DTEBSKXUnOH REFGRX 


Pperfttional^HMOOO/IXSINTOn^ilBiffl 
Subject! ABQAPKLDU1 


1* Subject v&0 affordod technical interrogation on 25 Oct'**™- ^9C7 in Munich 
at the raqoMt of Chief, CAST, HOB, and case officer, £L 3 , 

Subject vy previously tooted on 6 March 1956 and 6 June 1952 at HOB. Cm 
teat «u conducted In the Oerman language In which Subject io fluent. 

2* The present Interview of Subject was designed to assist In a general security 
check of Subject 1 a contact* and connect Iona* Subject has been serving as 
a principal informant on Ukrainian emigre groups for KQBARK for a umber of 
years* Questions mere posed to ascertain the true nature of Subject* a con- 
nections with AJS and QPSWXM3 sad to check on the poeethlllty of hostile 
intelligence control of dubjeot. 

3* Belov are Hated the relevant question* poeed during testing* Ken ami 
control-type questions are generally emitted since their function is 
primarily to assist the examiner in the technical analysis* 


fham li 

lu Bo 70a now have any judgment* far the UFSHDW organisation that yen 
hare not told us about? 

Answers Ko. 

Subject re sp onded to the above question during testing. It t p p sa r s 
that he juy be withholding Information In this area. Subjest was 
challenged on hie reaction but he insisted that there was something 
alee on his mind whenever the question was posed* Subject indicated 
that he had onoe mislaid reports that he had written far OPSVE© under 
a pile of pmm rm his desk and had consequently failed to show these 
reports to CL j H According to Subject he has no reason to conceal 
his reporta far UPSHDK1 and has received no missions that m do not 
already know about. Since the response l* significant and consistent 
in comparison to other responses on the test, it appears that Subject 
may be practicing deception. 
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9 . Do you new have a — c ret connection, unbeknownst to ua, with any 
Western Intelligence organisation? 

Answt No. Ho deception Indicated. 

11. Do yua new write reports for any intelligence organisation that yon 
haem not told ns about? 

Inaweri Ho. Ho deception indloated. 

Phase H i 

IS. Did yon aver In ytmr life aerre as a Seksot or agent for the Soviets? 

Aneweri Ho. Ho deception Indicated. 

IS. Do yom taow have a eeoret connection with a Soviet Intelllgenoe service? 

A nswen Ho. Ho deception Indicated. 

22. Sin ce yen have worked with os, have you been directly approached by 
Soviet Intelllgenoe? 

Answert Ho. Hp deception indloated. 

Aibjeet responded to this question on one occasion out of three during 
testing. The response la wore in the nature of anticipation to the 
question rather than a direct response indicative of deception practices. 

Phase XXX t 

27. Are yew deliberately falsifying your reports to us? 

Answert Ho. Ho deception Indloated. 

29, Are yon now being blackmailed by anyone? 

Answert No. Ho deception indicated; 

32. Have you ever received a pseudonym from the Soviets? 

Answert Ho. Ho deception indicated. 

33. Do you now have a secret means of ocmunlaatlon with Soviet Intelligence? 

Answert Ho. Ho deception indicated. 
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3l*» Have you ever wfgnod any secret agreements for tha Soviets? 

inarari No, Ho deception indicated. 

Phase IT t 

35, Hero 70 a withhold from us anything Important oonca m ing Colonel 
SQHNUSQHXiSOKRf 

i M w r i Ho, Ho deception indicated, 

> 6 , Hava you withhold from us anything important oon co rt d ng Otto K BBB Q t T 

1 | 

Answers Ho, Ho deception Indicated, j 

37* Haro you withhold fro* us anything important oonocrnlng Marians* 1 

Hlisaboth MOSKVA? 

Inswori Ho* No deception indioatod, I 




1*. Conoluaiops i I 

a, Subject* a roapansoa to tho questions ootlinod in Paragraph 3 above, 1 

With tho pooaiblo exception of Quoation 4 , do not ap p ear to ladioato ! 1 

any attiptn at deoeptlan, Although Subject waa a woak roaster, . 

control-typo responses ware obtalnod which land tho toot substantial t 

reliability, 

b. Subject oonaontod to the present interview with a degree of anthnartaf 
and oheerfulness that appeared to contrast remarkably with Subject’s 
critical remarks concerning tasting subsequent to his loot interview. 

Subject stated that he felt absolutely sure Jf himself on tho pi 1 00 out 

teat since his wind was clear and ho was certain that ho could answer I 

any question presented to hi* with a truthful a nswer , this co^letely j 

cooperative attitude, at times somewhat overp layed by Subject, managed 
to last to the and of the interview. Subject seemed to have a ready 
end in moat pesos a plausible caplanatlcn for any response that was i 

pointed out by tho undersigned dazing testing and follow-up interro- j 

gatlan. Subject indioatod at the dose of the interview that he was j 

sure that he had passed the teat and the undersigned would find that I 

to be correct. 2 
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